196 BUREAU OF CHEMISTRY. [Supplement 106,

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that it consisted of a brownish-black, viscid semi-liquid of
empyreumatic odor, contalmno chiefly wood tar, 11111181“11 matter similar to tale
and a small amount of glycerin.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the 1nformat10n for the reason that
certain statements, designs, and devi‘ces regarding the therapeutlc and curative
effects thereof, appearing on the labels of the bottles and cartons and in the
leaflet accompanying the article, falsely and fmudulently represented it to be
cffective as a remedy aund cure for bronchitis, congestion of the lungs, ’lCUtE‘,
inflammatory, and articular rheummatism, suppressed menstruation, and all in-

fammatory conditions, as a remedy for pneumonia, typhoid fever, tons iliti<
diphtheria, grip, croup, tuberculosis, whooping cough, Iumbaﬁo, carbuncle, pleu-
risy, headlitis, and measles, as a cure for puneumonia fever, if taken in time as an
absolute cure for all forms of tuberculosis, .as an absolute cure for pneumonia
fever, as a treatment and remedy for all forms of tuberculosis, and as a pre-
ventive .of tuberculoﬁis, when, in truth and in fact, it was not.

On September 22, 1919, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the informa-
tion, and the court imposed a fine of $10 and costs.

E. D. Bary, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

8792, Adulteration and misbranding of olive oil. U. S, #* ¥#¥ * v, John
D. Ra,vaznlﬂ_,s [Ravazula] and Lyssandros D. Ravazulas [Ravazulal
(Ravazulas [Ravazuia] Bros.). Plea of guilty., Fine, §75. (I & D,
No. 9504, I. S8, No, 14812-r.) '

On March 3, 1919, the United States attorney for the Southern District of

New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the

District Court of the United States for said district an information against

John D. Ravazulas [Ravazula] and Lyssandros D. Ravazulas [Ravazulal, co-

partners, trading as Ravazulas [Ravazula]l Bros., New York, N. Y., alleging

shipment by said defendants, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as
amended, on or about May 29, 1918, from the State of New York into the State
of Pennsylvania, of a quantity of an article purporting to be olive oil, which
was adulterated and misbranded. The article was labeled, (can) “ Net Con-
tents 4 gallon Prodotti Italiana Olio Di Oliva Pure Olive Oil Sopraffino Italia

Brand Trade Mark Lucea Toscana Italia.”

Examination of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department
showed it to consist almost entirely of cottonseed oil and to he short measure,
‘Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason that

a substance, to wit, cottonseed 0il, had been mixed and packed therewith so as

to reduce and leaver and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had

Been substituted in part for pure olive oil, which the article purported to be.

‘Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements, designs, and
devices regarding the article and the ingredients and substances contained
therein, borne on the label, to wit, “ Prodotti Italiani Olio Di Oliva Pure Olive

Oil Sopraffino Italia Brand Trade Mark Lucca Toscana Italia” and “ Net Con-

tents ¥ gallon,” were false and misleading in that they purported and rep-

regented the article to be a pure olive oil produced in the kingdom of Italy,
and the net contents of said packages to be 3 gallon, whereas, in truth and ion
fact, the article was not a pure olive oil and was not produced in the kingdom
of Xtaly, but was g mixture composed in part of cottonseed oil, and the net
contents of said packages were less than % gallon; for the further reason that
it wag labeled as aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the
pelief that it was a pure olive oil produced in the kingdom of Italy, whereas,
in truth and in fact, it was not a pure olive oil and was not produced in the
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kingdom of Italy, but was a domestic article consisting of a mixlure of cotton-
seed and olive oil; for the further reason that it purported by its label to be 2
foreign product. to wit, a product produced in ibe kingdom of Itlaly, whereas
it was not a foreign product, but was a producl produced in the Uniled States
of America; and for the further reason that the article was food in package
form, and the quantlity of food in said package was less than } gallon, and the
quantity of food so contained therein was not marked on the outlside of said
packages in terms of weight, measurc, or nuinerical count.

On March 19, 1919, a plea of not guilty to the inforwmation was enlered on
behalf of the defendant firim. On November 17, 1920, ihe plea of no{ guiity
was withdrawn and a plea of guilty entered, and the court imposed a fine
of $75.

E D Bur, .leling Secietary of Agriculture.

S7TO3. Misbranding of ¢. G. Remedy. . 8, * * * v, 8§ Bottles of C. G.
Remedy., Defaunlt decrée of condemunation, forfeiture, and destruc~
tion. (I & D. No. 11233, 1. S8.'No. 8410-r. 8. No. C-1463.)

On or about September 20, 1919, {he United States altorney for ihe Eastern
District of Arkansas, acling upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, ﬁled/
in the District Courl of the TUnited States for said district a libel for the
seiziire and condemnalion oi 8 botlles of C. G. Remedy, at Blytheville, Ark,
consigned by the Allan-Pfeiffer Chenical Co,, St. Louis, Mo, on or about June
16, 1919, alleging that the avticle had neen tmmpmted from the State of Mis-
souri into the State of Arkansag, and charging misbranding in violation of the
T'ood and Drugs Acl, ag amended. The article was labeled in pari, (carion)

(O, G. emedy for Gonorrhea and Gleet ™ * ¥ (. G. Remedy for Male and
Temale *» > * O, G. Remedy * * - A combinatien of ingredients of
recognized value for the {reaiment of Gonorrhea and Gleet * * 7 Phig

Remedy Produces Prompt Relief,” (botltle) “B & B C. G. Remedy Tor the
cure and prevention of Gonorrhca (clap) Blenmorrhecea (gleet) Leucorrheea
{whites) and Allied Formis of Acuie and Chronic Inflammmatory Mucous Dis-
charges from the Urethra (Urine Canal) = * 7

Analysis of a sample of the ariicle by tlic Bureau of Chemisiry of this depart-
ment showed that it congisted essentially of zine sallg, horie acid, eucalyptol,
phenol, glycerin, unidentified plant exiractiveg, and swater.

{t was alleged in gubstance in the libel that the product was mizbranded in
violation of section 10 {87 of the IMood and Drugs Acl, paragraph 3, as amended,
in that the labels on said carton and bottle were false and misleading and
fraudulent, none of the conients having the tberapeutic effecls claimed,

Ou November 22, 1920. no cluimani having appeared for the property. judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product Le destroved by the United States marshal.

. D. Barr, dcling Secretury of Agriculture.

S79 L Misbranding of macaroni. T. 8 * * * < VYV, Viviano & Bro«., n
Corporation. Plea of nolo countendere. Iine, $25% and costs. (¥ &
D. No. 11348, I. 8. No. 9730-p.)

On dMarch 26, 1920, the Uniled Stales attorney for the Iastern District of
Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in thie Dig-
trict Court of the United Stales for said district an information against V.
Viviano & Bros., a corperation, St. Louis, Mo., alleging shipment by said com-
pany, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, on or about Oclober 24, 1917, fromn
the Slate of Missouri inlo the State of Ohio, of a quantity of macaroni whicl
was misbranded. The article was labeled, * dMulino & Pastificio Eletirico Sil-



